METAPHYSICS  OF   THE  WILL
causality in general we  know  only relations of phenomena; but in the case of our own body we know something else that those relations express; namely, the act of will determined by motives. Now there are in the world as presentation other systems like that which we call our body,    Unless all these are to be supposed mere phantoms without inner reality, we must infer by analogy, in correspondence with like phenomena, other individual wills similar to that which we know in ourselves.    This inference from analogy, universally admitted in the case of human and animal bodies, must be extended to the whole corporeal world. The failure to take this step is where the purely intellectual forms of idealism have come short. Kant's c thing-in-itself/ which  is not subject to the forms by which presentations become experience, but which experience and its forms indicate as the reality, has been wrongly condemned by his successors as alien to idealism.     It is true that Kant did in some respects fail to maintain the   idealistic   position   with   the   clearness   of Berkeley; but his shortcoming was not in affirming a thing-in-itself beyond phenomena.    Here, in   Schopenhauer's   view,   is   the   metaphysical problem that he left a place for but did not solve. The word of the riddle has now been pronounced. 3*